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17 February 1967 


'•MEMORANIWM FOR; Director, National ibotographic Interpretation Center 
SUBJECT: Rioto Analysis of UFO llibtofrajjijr' 


1. This memorandum Is In response to Project Number 66120-7# 

submitted by requesting 

that perforin a photo analysis of photographs imaging an 

alleged UFO (i.e. unidentified flying' Object).' 1 

2. The photography for this project" was* supplied by the Aerial 
Fhcnoinena Office of FTD“(TDET/UF0);“ located at Wright- Patterson 

Dayton, Ohio. The photographic package included three j^oto enlarge- — - 

ments of the UFO (attachments 1, 2 and 3) and one-photo enlargement 

of a helicopter (attachment U)._Tho-latter-was supposedly ta]^cn at ~ 
approximately the same- time and from approximately the same camera 

station as were the _l)F0 photographs. The limage quality of these 

four prints were less than opticnum:and_w.er.e^c.ojj,sJ.dgred poor for 

mensural and photo analysis. These four enlarged-photographs, were 

Copies reproduced from a second generation negative and attachments 

1 and 2 were supposedly printed" full" formab-yitb an approximate- „ 

4"x6" image format. Attachments 3jah,dA--3re_assuined not to be 

full format and were-not used -in this -photo analysis because of 

this factor.. ThCJofigltSll iaiQtor.raph y_was -takea-Vlt h a~ Polaroid ,1.::: — — - — 

Swinger haviag. an approximate 2"x3!.Li!»M? , Thes"e‘'orlginal"3^:=^'7r:; 

prints were not available for the p^oto:analysis. _Ihls letter 

single factor greatly hamperod'r^he jT.ysis aad-prevented any 

hopes of Establishing meaningful" answers; ":r: 

3. Also included In the photographic package were five photo- 
graphs of the alleged exposiure station and surrounding vicinity. 

These j^jotogrophs (attachment 5) were-taken-with a Polaroid Swinger 
by Major R.W, Nyls of the USAF; He personalljr investigated the UFO 
exposure station on the shore of Lake" St. Clair, Michigan, and tried 
to duplicate as closely as possible the exact position of the 
original camera exposure stations. — Major Hyls also provided exact 
measurements of the area and objects imaged in the original UFO 
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SUBJECT: Hioto Analysis of UFO Hioiography 


photographs (attachments 6, 7 and 8). These photographs along 
vlth the measurement sketches and Investigation report provided 
a means of obtaining an approximate photographic scale. This 
scale value was then used to obtain approximate dimensions of the 
However^ to do this the photo analyst had to first make 
major assumptions. These assumptions were necessary in a i^to 
analysts, of this type where insufficient data is available or in 
doubt. If any of these assumptions are in error the obtained 
dimensions are likewise In error. 

4. The assumptions used in this photo analysis are as follows: 

a. UPOl/ainit a dtstahee of~0725nmiles from camera 
station when j4wtographed- (this information supplied by 
Major Myls in his InvestlR atlon re p ort). 

b. The measurements ■ supplied by Major Kyis are 

correct as~stated. ' r 

. e. Photegraphs-shown in attachment 1 and 2 are full 

* format. 

« 

d. UFO photographed uas^circular wtth plane„of^tall • 
section perpendicular to camera axis. 

e. The" distance .between:.thezc.amc.ra station and the 

object was large enough so that adjustments to the camera 

focal length need not be considered. 

5. Attachment 9 represents un artists rough conception of 

the UFO along with the averaged dimension obtained from the mensural 
analysis of the photograph shot^n in attachments 1 and 2. Again, 
the user of this information^ roust be cautioned that the dimensions 
shown here are only opproxlmatipns-based on assumptions. The 
quality of the photograpliy, -the crude estima tion of the distance 
from the camera station. to _the./)6jcct;:thq_iack of original prints 
and precise camera data all” tend to invalidate the answers. A 
good example of how the dimensions could change is illustrated by 
any change in the distance of the object from the camera station. 

The dimensions will clnnge in direct proportion as the ratio of any 
new distance divided by the 0.25 mile distance that was used, i.e. 
0.20 mile-; 0.2$ ;r.ile •* 0 , 80 ; therefore, causing the new values to 
be 80 ^ of the original values. 


f 

I 


2 


( 


\ ) 


SUBJECT: Photo Analysis of UFO Photography 


6 . In conclusion, itTshould be noted' that all of the' Infor- i 

nation contained in this raenwrandum deals with q\iantitatlve or "'.r ' ~ " :f 

dimensional Information obtained fr'om calculations based upon a 
large number of assumpt ions. The Q ualitative or subjective analysis 
of the imagery ls_not_treatcd because of a lack of background 

knowledge on UFO imagery;; "This Office cai^ any light on the 

authenticity of'thls“aireged'UFO ffOTjrthis-photo analysis. There 
Is no definite evidence that this p hoto graphy Is a hoax. On the 
other hand, for one _to assume that-this object is a UFO is " ' 

equally as dangerous. .. There -are' toormahyJunanswered questlons“to^^ ^ f 

label the probable cause- of =thisrsighting a«^ahytMng“ but" und — --j - 

terminable. For example -the“"degraded“lmaBe““q;uallty of the heli^“~ifr:r/ii^?^^^ 
copter when compared with the UFO'iS suspectT/hen considered that t 

the helicopter was closer to camera station when photographed; 1 

Likewise, the crispness of the edge gradient of the black band - 
on the UFOcis'"gb'dd -c6nsldefing ithd"distance:at which .the _obJect_was 
photographed. Also, the fact-that-theitail-sectloniof-the. UFO was ^ 

photographed in each case wlth'..the_same:cross section exposed casts ' r 
some suspicion on .the authenticity of ; the UFQ;;^ However, each of^^ ■ 
the above facts can be explained b y vax'lous rea sons" and because' of" 
these reasons the" photo~analysls of-thisiUFO;photogrei ^"1has~re8Ulted i 

in Inconclusiveianswers;^: 
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Attachment 9 to A2 


